THE BRETHREN EVANGELIST. 


It must b> from the annual meeting, If anywhere. But now 
•oppoae aome of your members "examine tliemMlvm" and see 
that ther are in the fiattli. come to the Lord 'a table In one of oar 
ehurchei, and commune with ua "keeping the ordinance:)" aa 
tliey do when with jou, what will you do about it ? Or auppoae 
one of ua cornea to the Lord 'a table In your church would you 
be mean enough to examine, nut yourself , but Mm and drive htm 
away r Would you 1 

OntWl, In addition to that we get the idea of there being dif- 
ferent bodies in the world. Are they all Christ's body ? Yon 
don't believe Christ 'a body la divided, do you ? 

Oomnunt. Yon are ■ wonderful man to "get an Idea," and It 
la equally wonderful how frequently yon "get it" back ward a. The 
church at Corinth wae divided, yet J'aul calla its membera "breth- 
ren In Chriat.' 1 We then "get the idea" that Christ's Body is some- 
times divided. See 1 Cor. 1 1 : 10-20. Don't you see what a \»«>r 
theologian you are ? 

Culvert . Kow I want to ask you : Is the Universalis! Church 
just Identical with yours V 

Comment. It is "identical" with ouie, and joure too, so far as 
its doctrines accord with those held by ua. If not, why not T 

Culvert. They have m much right there as any body, If they 
baptize in our mode by trine Immeraion and no other way* 

Comment. If they l).t]iti™ by trine Immeraion why is not sueh 
baptism as 1ej.il as tliatadtuitiisterud be in I til stem of your church 
who were afterwards found out lo have been bad characters— 
hypocrites V You accept the one, why not the other. If the trine 
immersion la not legal when ndmlnUttered by a regularly ordained 
Univergaliat clergyman, why was the same mode legal when ad- 
ministered by the man who baptized Alexander Mack previous to 
his haviag been baptized himself. Can you explain Y 

Gtktrt. I believe the Universal lata Impltze no other way. 

Comment. You said In your oral discourse tha the Uiilversat- 
lata lu Indiana, "near you," l>,iptl/*;l by trine Immersion. Why 
did you chniiKO It in the printed sermou ? Were you »f r»kl we 
would demand the clergy man's uame if you did '( However, the 
I'nivi'rsalleta I believe, baptize exclusively Uy single Immersion. 

Cafwrt Does that represent all the churches in the world and 
la that identically your practice ? * 

Comment. Yes ; all the Christian churches in 
the world, ihut baptize by trine imiumioii re [ur- 
gent us in ihe mode of baptism, as thai is the mode 
by which we baptiz". That is "identically" our 
practice. Is it not joins ? or have you changed 
the mode to sprinkling, or single immersion ? Did 
yon mean lliat as argument, or only as an appeal 
to I he prejudices ot the unthinking of jour follow* 
iug? Which? 

Calvert. 1 believe the mormons baptize thut 
way. Does that entitle them t<> ull the blessing** 
and privikges "I your Church ? 

Comment. Your '■belief' about the Mormons is 
incorrect. They baptize only by single immersion. 
You needlessly expose yoursell'; you ought to road 
up a little. 

Calvert. And I believe that there is a great 
number in the world that do not have the faith and 
practice .anything that they like, does that give 
them nil identically the same privilege* and bless- 
in sta and government that you have ? 

Ointment. Those who have not the faith, and 
practice anything tht y like," do not have 'identi- 
cally the same privileges and blessing* and govern 
ment" we have. Did yon suppose they could have 
"identically the same priv ; leges and government 
we have," when their "government and privileges'* 
wore totally different from ouis ? 

Calvert. And E known the Greek Catholics 
never have baptized any pther way. Arc they 
identically your Church ? 

Comment. No ; they are nit "identically" our 
church, but in the administration of the mode of 
Christian baptisnY they are "identically" like our 
church. 

Culvert. They are not ours. And are they 
different bodice ? Why the very name of the dif- 
ferent bodies and fraternities in' the world shows 
they are not the same body. II we were identical- 
ly the same we could only have one common name; 
would we not ? A»d we would be, as Jesus says, 
"walking by the same rule and minding the same 
thing." 

Comment. If you can only have one common 
name to be * identically the same" church, then 
why do you do business as "German BaptUts,"and 
strive to palm yourself off in your writings and 
preachings as 'the Brethren ?'' You are. accord 
ing to yonr own "idea," not identically the same 
church. Sir.ee you aspire to two names you are 
not walking, as Jesus says, by the same rule ; and 
since you are walking by two rules, then, which 
"rule" is the "identically" right rule. 

Calvert. Well, the apostle Bays, in looking at 
these things, that if any man that is called a broth- 
er among you be a fornicator or adulterer, or railer, 
what shall you do with him ? Put that wicked 
person away from among you. 

Comment. Do you mean to insinuate that we 
were fornicators, adulterers and railers, and that is 
the reason you "put us away from among you ?" 
If not that, what do you mean ? And you are the 
nice Christian man that never speaks unkindly or 
falsely of people. You cannot make people in this 
community believe that of us. We are too well 
known here. For shame, Jesse. 

Cahert. That is the command. Now the 
thought is and not so much as to eat with him, 
whom shall we obey ? The Lord Jesus, as deliv- 
ered to the holy apostles, or shall we obey men." 

Comment. Obey Christ by all means. And, if 
you do, you will return to this community and tell 


the people that when you endeavored to leave the 
impression, by this sermon, that the Progressives 
are adulterers and fornicators, and that is why you 
expelled them from the church, you wronged 'them, 
and make an Humble apology to the decent men 
and women of this community whose good name 
you sought to stain and ruin forever. Shame t 
shame 1 shame 1 

Calvert I need not hold up these thoughts 
long. 

Comment. You have held them up long enough 
now, to brand us as a lot of criminals unlit, even, 
to eat with German Baptists. A decent respect 
for the office yon hold would demand that you de- 
sist. Don't you think you feel, sir, the least bit 
ashamed. If yon do nor, perhaps some of yonr 
people do for you. All sense of decency certainly 
is not lost among you. 

Cahert. I will read a Icrsoh or two connected 
with these ideas, as you find it iu the sixth chap- 
ter of 1st Timothy : "If any wan teach otherwise 
and consent not lo whol.-Mim ; words, even the 
words of our Lord Jesus Christ, and to the doctrine 
which is according to godliness." The apostle knew 
that the brethren or l he Church must have counsel 
and according to godliness. Any man or woman 
that will not listen to that, what shall be done with 
them. lie says he is "proud knowing noihing^hui 
doting about questions and strife* of wolds, where- 
of comelh envy, strile, railings, evil surmising*, 
perverse disputing* of men of corrupt minds and 
destitute of the truth, supposing that gain is god- 
liness : from Btich withdraw thyself." 
, Comment. An exci llent lesson certainly. You 
will do well to heed it and avoid the evils and sins 
it deprecates. If the annual meeting would apply 
it to you. you would have a serious time. You 
profess loyalty to it and secretly leach women and 
men they can disobey its counsels and dress us they 
please,— wear any sli;ipe of garment that suits 
tht m. 

Cahert. How many more lessons of that char 
acter do you want me lo read ? 

Comment. You need not read any more. All 
you need do i* to avoid the sins they condemn, — 
repent and practice the virtues they inculcate. 

Cahert. And as we g< t the idea of the real dif- 
ference we will see what Jesus says it is. 

Comment. As you "get the idea" of what real 
difference ? You talk at random. 

Calvert. Have you any thing lo lay to our charge 
now I 

Comment. Yes, sir ; wc charge you with War- 
ing false witness against us even to insinuating 
that we are a set of criminals with whom it would 
be a gosjK'l transgression for you to eat. And wc 
can sustain the charge, and you ate too cowardly 
to m<*t us in public and deleud your accusation. 

Calvert. The Loid pays from this point, all 
these things come and lo withdraw themselves 
from such as use l he epithets that have been used 
for these many years and presented by our breth- 
ren, intending to destroy the love and good will 
among the people of God, Is this satisfactory 
then ? Now we have nothing to say in regard to 
what they may do or shall do, for as they said 
lately, in regard to myself in the Waterloo "Cour- 
ier," I have DO fellowship with them, no relation 
with them and do not at all belong to the Brethren. 

Comment. Yon belong to the German Baptist, 
and when you came into I his community and pub- 
lished that you would preach in the Brethren 
church in Waterloo, we slated through the Courier 
that the church belonged to the German Baptists, 
and you were a German Baptist preacher, and had 
no fellowship with the Brethren church as an evan- 
gelist. When you come into this city you must 
come under your legal name ; we have no respect 
for false colurs. 

Cahert. Well, I believe somebody owns me 
and I must belong to somewhere else then, and 
there must be a different body. 

Comment. It any body owns you it must bo the 
German Baptist. 

Cahert. As they say they are reorganized then 
they are not the old organization. 

Comment. We are the part of the "old organi- 
zation" thai reorganized on its old principles. You 
are the part of the old organization that left its old 
principles to follow after annual meeting and adopt 
its principles. We are the old part that is like the 
old ; you are the old part that has left it for the 
new. Do you "get I he idea." 

Gaheii. Reorganization would not be the same 
identical old one, however near they may come to 
the old principle it is not the old Church. Every- 
body knows that. 

Comment. Men cannot organize save upon 
principles. Since we are part of tho old church, 
and reorganized upon the old principles, are wc 
not 'Identically" the old church. You are the part 
of the old church that has left it for the new annual 
meeting principles ot uniformity, mandatory and 
elder power, and are not therefore the "same iden- 
tical old church. Can you "hold up that thought?" 


Culvert. The world laughs at the idea with all 
their pretended soundness and! wisdom that they 
would hold tip such a thought to the world that 
we are identically the same body, but yet we had 
a new organization. Now I need not contemplate 
these things. 

Comment. The "world" comes nearer laughing 
at the awkwardness you display in your efforts to 
"enter the thought," than at us for holding it np. 
You can drop the other and "contemplate" this. 

Cahert. Then the thought is that in reference 
to this rebaptizing or baptizing people into our 
church, how yon get inio the family of God. The 
Church is called the body ot Jesus Christ and 
everybody that has ever got in there has been bap- 
tized in. By whom ? 

Continent. Men get into the Body of Christ by 
being baptized into the "name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost," and not, as 
you wrongly assume, by being baptized into "the 
church" or denomination. The Body of Christ, 
Church ot Christ, and the Church, as used iu tho 
Scriptures do not denote a particular denomination 
of Christians. When you assume that your church 
is the sole Body of Chiist upon earth, as you do iu 
the above, you unchristianizo, doom and damn 
every evangelical organization upon earth. In the 
opening of your sermon you denied doing this, and 
now you affirm what yon then denied. Which 
shall we believe : Calvert then, or Calvert now ? 

Cahert. This may bring up the qncsl ion : And 
arc we to practice ami to allow the world to bap 
tize for us assuming that they arc the Church of 
Christ, even while being separated from them in 
communion. 

Comment. Indeed. Everybody, all churches 
and organizations th;tt are scparatt d from yon in 
communion arc the world and of the world. That 
is modest lor a man and a chmeh who do not be- 
lieve all other ehurehes will be lost. Part, of the 
world will then be saved, since others will be saved 
beside you, and you are the only church — denomi- 
nation — that is not of the world. We believe that 
we are a part, or branch, of the great church of 
Christ, and, therefore, when ministers of some other 
branch of the Christian brotherhood, baptize a 
penitent believer into the name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, as we under- 
stand the gospel lo teach it should he done, we 
accept it. 

Calvert. I want to road Mr: Bashor's speech 
made in 1877 before the annual meeting upon that 
subject. 1 refer to a report as givtn in 1877 and 
read fotl the speech and endorse ihe principles of 
it, and I wonder whether it is not the same today. 

Comment. In 1377, when, at the age ol twenty- 
two, I made the speech, much of which you quote, 
belorc the German Baptist conference held at New 
Enterprise, Pa., upon ihe subject of rchapUsm, 
I then held that the legality of Christian baptism 
depended, aside from the mode, upon the four fol- 
lowing conditions : 

1. The nature of the teaching received. 

2. The design ot the ordinance. 

3. Tho ecclesiastical authority of the adminis- 
trator. 

4. The doctrinal elements of the denomination 
by whose clergy baptized. 

I have since, after deeper research, and more 
thought till investigation, materially modified the 
views I iben expressed. I then held (my youth 
and lack of learning will account for it) that the 
term "one body" or "one Church," as used in the 
apostolic writings, embodied the idea "one denomi- 
nation." As there" was but "one church" spoken 
of in the Epistles, I naturally interpreted it as 
teaching the doctrine of one denomination as solely 
representing all the elements of the body of Christ 
upon earth. From this basis that speech was pre- 
pared In my estimation baptism was into the 
church or denomination, instead of into tho heav- 
enly names of the Father, and of the Son, and of 
Holy Spirit, and to go into the German Baptist 
church was to be baptized into it, by one of its regu 
larly ordained clergy, I did not then believe, as I 
have been taught by the Scriptures since, that 
wbe eyer does the will of God, no difference in 
what denomination or among what people, is a 
member of the Body of Christ, and that his church 
consists of the sanctified humanity everywhere, in 
all churches and ages, who "fear him and woik 
righteousness," instead of the few who may be or- 
ganized into one denomination, I now believe 
that we arc, not baptized into the animal meeting, 
or into the denomination, but into the Father, the 
Son and the Holy Spirit, and that all ot every de- 
nomination who have believed, repented of siii, and 
been baptized into the name of the Father, the Son 
and the Holy Spirit, are in the Christian brother- 
hood into which a baptized relation to the Father, 
Son and Holy Spirit has brought us, though they 
may not sustain a temporary relation to the visible 
branch of it with which we are organically related. 
Now, Mr. Calvert, my views have changed just 

(Continued on tiuh pugt.) 


